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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 16 December 2005. 

2. Claims 1-58 were cancelled. 

3. Claims 59-109 were added. 

4. Claims 59-109 are pending in this Office Action. 

5. This supplemental non-final action corrects a mistake in the heading for the rejection 
which in the previous action read that claims 59-109 were rejected under 35 USC § 102(a) 
and now reads that claims 59-109 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a). 

Response to Amendment 

6. The objection to claims 1, 9, 15, 17, 21, 28, 36, 40, 52 and 56 regarding outline format is 
moot due to cancellation of aforementioned claims. 

7. The rejection of claims 9, 40 and 50 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 2 nd paragraph regarding 
indefiniteness is moot due to cancellation of aforementioned claims. 

8. Applicant's amendments and arguments with respect to claims 1-58 and new claims 59- 
109 filed on 16 December 2005 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot 
in view of the new grounds of rejection. 



Double Patenting 

9. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
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improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent 
possible harassment by multiple assignees., A nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least 
one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because 
the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the 
reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); 
In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 
225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 
F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be 
commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities 
undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

Claims 1-19 of patent #6,654,800 contain every element of claims 59-78 and 93-109 of 
the instant application and as such anticipate claim 59-78 and 93-109 of the instant 
application. 
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"A later patent claim is not patentably distinct from an earlier patent claim if the later 
claim is obvious over, or anticipated by, the earlier claim. In re Longi, 759 F.2d at 896, 225 
USPQ at 651 (affirming a holding of obviousness-type double patenting because the claims 
at issue were obvious over claims in four prior art patents); In re Berg, 140 F.3d at 1437, 46 
USPQ2d at 1233 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (affirming a holding of obviousness-type double patenting 
where a patent application claim to a genus is anticipated by a patent claim to a species 
within that genus). " ELI LILLY AND COMPANY v BARR LABORATORIES, INC., 
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, ON PETITION FOR REHEARING 
EN BANC (DECIDED: May 30, 2001). 

10. Claims 59-78 and 93-109 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the same 
invention of that of claims 1-19 of prior U.S. Patent number 6,654,800 since the claims, if 
allowed, would improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. This is 
a double patenting rejection. 

1 1 . The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the patent and is 
covered by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming common subject 
matter, as follows: 

The claimed invention in the instant application (claims 59-78 and 93-109) is the same as 
the claimed invention in the patent (claims 1-19 or prior U.S. Patent No. 6,654,800) by 
deleting the limitation of "the geographical location of the user" (claims 59 and 93). No new 
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invention or new improvement is being claimed in the instant application (claims 59-78 and 
93-109). 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from presenting 
claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of the application, 
which matured into a patent. See also MPEP § 804. 

12. Dependent claims 79-92, which are not specifically cited above in the double patenting 
rejections, are objected to because of the deficiencies of their respective parent claim, claim 
78. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 59-109 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sotiroff et 
al. (U.S. 5,852,810) in view of Johnstone et al. (U.S. 5,898,680) and further in view of Serdy 
etal. (U.S. 5,990,886). 
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Sotiroff teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a geographic-specific 
information search system configured to display a graphical map and to allow the user to 
narrow the geographic search area to the desired region (see Abstract). 
15. With respect to claims 59-78 and 93-109, Sotiroff teaches a method of communicating 
postings to a target user community (col. 1, line 64 - col. 3, line 9) comprising: storing a 
plurality of postings (see Fig. 3), each posting including a source identification tag, an 
information body, and a broadcast descriptor, the broadcast descriptor identifying a 
geographical region of the each posting, wherein the geographical region is defined by a 
closed region on a map; receiving a plurality of requests from mobile and stationary users, 
each request from a user including a user identification tag and an antenna descriptor, the 
antenna descriptor identifying a geographical location (Johnstone, col. 10, line 48 - col. 11, 
line 58); processing the each request, including: identifying one or more postings having 
geographical regions that contain the geographical location, and sending the identified one or 
more postings to the user; processing a subsequent request from the user, the subsequent 
request including a user identification tag and an antenna descriptor specifying a subsequent 
geographical location, the processing a subsequent request from the user including: sending 
to the user other postings having geographical regions that contain the subsequent 
geographical location, where the other postings do not include any posting previously sent to 
the user (Sotirioff, col. 3, line 40 - col: 6, line 62), (Johnstone, col. 7 , line 19 - col. 15, line 
42) and (Serdy, Figs. 3-9 and col. 4, line 11 - col. 6, line 64). 
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16. With respect to claim 79, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 28, including 
the system further comprising a map manager for generating geographical map views 
covering the target user community (Sotiroff, col. 4, lines 36-47). 

17. With respect to claim 80, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 29, including 
the system further comprising a user interface for accepting a personal icon to be associated 
with a user account (Sotiroff, col. 4, line 65 - col. 5, line 4). 

18. With respect to claim 81, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 30, including 
the system where the personal icon is a visible element in the postings (Sotiroff, col. 4, line 
65 - col. 5, line 4). 

19. With respect to claim 82, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 31, including 
the system further comprising a virtual antenna (Sotiroff, col. 4, lines 53-65). 

20. With respect to claim 83, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 32, including 
the system where the postings manager is configured to display a visible graphical element 
representing the virtual antenna on the geographical map views (Sotiroff, col. 4, lines 53-65). 

21. With respect to claim 84, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 33, including 
the system where a user is permitted to activate the visible graphical element thereby causing 
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a user-defined URL to be opened and displayed on at least one of the plurality of client 
computers (Sotiroff, col. 4, lines 56-65; col. 2, lines 48-53). 

22. With respect to claim 85, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 32, including 
the system further comprised of a plurality of ping topics associated with the virtual antenna, 
each the ping topic comprising a ping topic keyword pattern and a ping topic response 
(Sotiroff, col. 5, lines 15-26). 

23. With respect to claim 86, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 28, including 
the system where the postings manager is configured to accept a photo attachment, the photo 
attachment comprising a digital photograph, descriptive information about the digital 
photograph, and behavioral preferences associated with the digital photograph (Sotiroff, col. 
4, line 65 - col. 5, line 4). 

24. With respect to claim 87, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 36, including 
the system where the photo attachment is associated with an attachment point, the attachment 
point being a point on the geographical map views (Sotiroff, col. 4, line 65 - col. 5, line 4). 

25. With respect to claim 88, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 28, including 
the system where the postings manager is further configured to enable a plurality of user 
dialogs, each the user dialogs comprising a plurality of messages between a source user and a 
recipient user (Sotiroff, col. 5, lines 15-26). 
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26. With respect to claim 89 5 Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 28, including 
the system further comprising a channel tree comprising a plurality of named system 
channels interrelated hierarchically (Sotiroff, col. 4, lines 30-47). The results from the search 
return several points of interest located within a city, and then the user is invited to select 
individual points of interest from that location for further information. 

27. With respect to claim 90, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 39, including 
the system further comprising a plurality of user channels, each of the user channels being 
owned by the user and comprising a name, a parent system channel, the parent system 
channel being one of the plurality of named system channels, and a region descriptor 
(Sotiroff, col. 5, lines 38-54). 

28. With respect to claim 91, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 28, including 
the use of virtual antennas (Sotiroff, col. 4, lines 53-65). 

Sotiroff does not explicitly teach the. user antenna being mobile. 

However, Johnstone teaches the system further comprising a mobile antenna (Johnstone, 
col. 11, lines 13-15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Sotiroff in view of Johnstone in order to enable the use of a mobile 
antenna. One would be motivated to do so in order to enable automatically providing the 
users with location-specific information within the area of their current position. 
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29. With respect to claim 92, Sotiroff teaches the invention described in claim 28, including 
the system further comprising an account manager for assigning each user an account type, 
the account type comprising a system feature table and a usage limits table (Sotiroff, col. 5, 
lines 15-37). The user is limited to searching database, but the lessors can establish and 
maintain listings in the database. 
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Response to Arguments 

30. Applicant's arguments filed 16 December 2005 have been fully considered, but they are 
not persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alicia Baturay whose telephone number is (571) 272-3981. The examiner 
can normally be reached at 7:30am - 5pm, Monday - Thursday, and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Saleh 
Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval -(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alicia Baturay ^ 



March 17, 2006 



/ ^SALEH NAJJAR 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




